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Abstract

Let γ be a smooth closed curve of length2π in R
3, and letκ(s) be its curvature, regarded

as a function of arc length. We associate with this curve the one-dimensional Schrödinger
operatorHγ = − d2

ds2 + κ2(s) acting on the space of square integrable2π-periodic functions.
A natural conjecture is that the lowest spectral valuee0(γ) of Hγ is bounded below by1 for
anyγ (this value is assumed whenγ is a circle). We study a family of curves{γ} that includes
the circle and for whiche0(γ) = 1 as well. We show that the curves in this family are local
minimizers; i.e.,e0(γ) can only increase under small perturbations leading away from the
family. To our knowledge, the full conjecture remains open.

1 Introduction

Let γ be a smooth closed curve of length2π in R
3, parametrized by arclengths. We associate with

this curve a Schrödinger operatorHγ on the space of square integrable,2π-periodic functions by

HγΦ(s) = −d2Φ(s)

ds2
+ κ2(s)Φ(s) ,

whereκ(s) is the curvature ofγ at s. Let

e0(γ) = inf specHγ = inf
Φ 6=0

∫ 2π

0
(Φ′)2 + κ2Φ2 ds
∫ 2π

0
|Φ|2 ds

(1.1)
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be the smallest eigenvalue ofHγ. It has been conjectured thate0(γ) achieves its minimum

emin = inf
γ
e0(γ)

whenγ is a circle. In that case,κ2 ≡ 1, the minimizing eigenfunctionΦ is constant, ande0(γ) = 1.
But the functional assumes the same value for an entire family F of curves given by transla-
tions, rotations and dilations of planar loops which have tangent vectorU(s) proportional to
(cos(s), β sin(s), 0) for some constantβ with 0 < β ≤ 1. So if indeed circles are minimizers,
they certainly are not the only minimizers.

In this article, we show that loops in the familyF locally minimize the functionale0(γ) given
in Eq. (1.1). Small deformations about any one of these loopscausee0 to strictly increase, provided
the the loop is not simply deformed to another loop of the samefamily. This result is a first step
towards understanding the landscape in the space of curves{γ} defined by the values ofe0. We
emphasize that the conjecture itself remains open; our results only add credibility to it.

That e0(γ) ≥ 1 with the circle as a minimizer seems to have been implicitly conjectured by
a number of people. The conjecture was articulated by Benguria and Loss [1], who showed it to
be equivalent to establishing the best constant for a one-dimensional Lieb-Thirring inequality for
a Schrödinger operator with two bound states. They did showthate0(γ) ≥ 1/2. We too had made
the conjecture in our work on the local existence for a dynamical Euler elastica [2]. There, the
issue of the invertibility ofHγ arises in determining the tension of an elastic loop. We showed
thate0(γ) ≥ 1/4, which is in fact optimal for curves which are possibly open,and for which the
tangent vectorU is 2π-periodic and each of the components ofU vanishes at least once.

In related work, Harrell and Loss [3] showed that Schrödinger operators of the form−∆−dκ2

ond-dimensional hypersurfaces, with∆ the Laplace-Beltrami operator andκ the mean curvature,
have at least two negative eigenvalues unless the surface isa sphere (a circle in one dimension).
Previously, Harrell [4] had proved a similar result for Schrödinger operators on embedded surfaces
in R

3 that are topologically equivalent toS2, with potentials given by arbitrary definite quadratics
in the principal curvatures.

Exner, Harrell, and Loss [5] discussed a variety of isoperimetric inequalities related to Schrö-
dinger operators including the operatorHγ,g = −d2/ds2 + gκ2(s) on closed curves, and showed
that, for the least eigenvalue ofHγ,g, the circle is a minimizer wheng ≤ 1/4 and not a minimizer
for g > 1. Friedrich considered the operator withg = 1/4 for simple loops on the unit sphere, in
connection with the Dirac operator on the region enclosed bysuch a loop [6]. The significance of
the valueg = 1 is that two natural candidates for minimizing the lowest eigenvalue ofHγ,g appear
to exchange stability there: Whenγ is a circle,inf specHγ,g = g, whereas for the extreme case of
a collapsedcurveγ, consisting of two straight line segments of lengthπ joined at their ends, we
haveinf specHγ,g = 1. Such collapsed curves are limiting points of the familyF .

The functionale0 has no obvious convexity properties, and it is not amenable to standard sym-
metrization techniques. One difficulty is thatκ2 cannot be varied freely, since the condition that
κ be the curvature of a closed curve inR3 is a complicated, nonlocal condition. Technically, we
show that the second variation ofe0(γµ) is non-negative for one-parameter familiesγµ, leading
away from a loopγ = γµ|µ=0 in F ; this second variation is strictly positive if the perturbation is
transversal to the family. For the case of theγ a circle, where the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues

2



of Hγ are known, one can simply perform second order perturbationtheory to show this positivity.
For other curves in the family, the higher eigenvalues and eigenfunctions ofHγ are not explicitly
available, and different methods are needed to show the positivity.

We find it useful to rewrite the variational problem as follows. LetU(s) be the unit tangent
vector to the curve, again parametrized by arclengths, let Φ(s) be the minimizing eigenfunction,
and set

X(s) = Φ(s)U(s) , (1.2)

so thatX′(s) = Φ′(s)U(s)+Φ(s)U′(s). Since|U(s)| ≡ 1, U(s) ·U′(s) ≡ 0, and|U′(s)| ≡ κ(s),
we can rewrite Eq. (1.1) as

e0(γ) =

∫ 2π

0
|X′(s)|2 ds

∫ 2π

0
|X(s)|2 ds

. (1.3)

It follows that

emin = inf

∫ 2π

0
|X′(s)|2 ds

∫ 2π

0
|X(s)|2 ds

,

where the infimum is taken over all2π-periodic, vector-valued functionsX, vanishing only on a
set of measure zero, with

∫ 2π

0

X(s)

|X(s)| ds = 0 , (1.4)

guaranteeing that the curveγ with unit tangentU(s) = X(s)/|X(s)| is closed. We will refer to
the vector functionX(s) as anorbit. Given a vector-valued functionX(s) that satisfies Eq. (1.4),
the curveγ can be reconstructed up to a translation as a functionYγ(s) ∈ R

3 by computing

Yγ(s) =

∫ s

0

U(s̃) ds̃ .

It is apparent that for any choice of vectorsv1 6= 0 andv2, the orbits

X0(s) = cos(s)v1 + sin(s)v2 (1.5)

all satisfy the constraint in Eq. (1.4), and all give the samevalue (e0(γ) = 1) for the functional in
Eq. (1.3). Whenv1 andv2 are linearly independent, these orbits correspond to curves inF . When
v1 andv2 are linearly dependent, we obtain the collapsed curves mentioned above. Our results
imply the following:

Theorem 1.1 LetU0 be the tangent vector to a curveγ0 ∈ F , and assume that, for eachµ suffi-
ciently close to0, U(µ, s) describes the tangent vector of a closed curve of length2π parametrized
by arc length, i.e.,

|U(µ, s)| ≡ 1,

∫ 2π

0

U(µ, s) ds = 0 .

If U(µ, ds) has an expansion

U(µ, s) ≡ U0(s) + µu1(s) + µ2
u2(s) + o(µ2)
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in H1, then there exists a positive numberc such that

e(γµ) ≥ e(γ0)

for |µ| < c. The inequality is strict unlessγµ belongs again to the familyF .

To prove the theorem, we will show that the orbits in Eq. (1.5)corresponding to loops inF
locally minimize the functional

L(X) =
1

2

∫ 2π

0

{

|X′(s)|2 − |X(s)|2
}

ds (1.6)

subject to the constraint in Eq. (1.4). This implies that they locally minimize the functional in
Eq. (1.3). We note in passing that the Euler-Lagrange equation for this minimization problem is
given by

X
′′(s) +X(s) =

|X(s)|2b−
(

X(s) · b
)

X(s)

|X(s)|3 =: A(s)b , (1.7)

whereb ∈ R
3 is a vector of Lagrange multipliers, and the3 × 3 matrix A(s) is computed by

differentiating the constraint in Eq. (1.4). These equations are easily seen to have first integrals, an
energy

1

2
|X′(s)|2 + 1

2
|X(s)|2 − b ·X(s)

|X(s)|
and anangular momentum

b ·X(s)×X
′(s) .

We are unaware of another constant of integration which would make them an integrable system.
In Section 2, we consider deformations around orbits of the form given in Eq. (1.5) for the

generic case wherev1 andv2 are linearly independent. These elliptical orbits are critical points for
the functional in Eq. (1.6) even without the constraint, since they satisfy Eq. (1.7) withb = 0. We
show that to second order in a parameterµ this functional can only increase for deformations of
the orbit that do not simply transform the orbit into anotherelliptical orbit new choices ofv1 and
v2. The proof relies on an identity of elliptic integrals whichis not transparent (to us). The section
ends with the proof of Theorem 1.1.

In Section 3, we consider deformations about collapsed orbits given by Eq. (1.5) wherev1

is nonzero andv2 is a constant multiple ofv1. We show that the functional again increases for
nondegenerate perturbations. Unfortunately, the analysis of these collapsed curves is somewhat
vexing. Their curvature is zero along the line segments and infinite at the end points. This forces the
minimizing eigenfunctions to vanish at these endpoints andresults in a ground state of multiplicity
two so that the curve corresponds to a two-parameter family of orbits. We relegate the expansion
of the constraint in Eq. (1.4) about a collapsed critical orbit to the following Section 4, the reason
being that the computations are somewhat gruesome, and their presentation would break the flow
of the main arguments showing positivity ofL.

Curiously, the analysis of the second variation about the collapsed orbits relies in part on
the explicit diagonalization of the Schrödinger operatorKg = −d2/ds2 + g sec2(s), acting in
L2[−π/2, π/2] by Gegenbauer polynomials. This is discussed in the Appendix.
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2 Elliptical orbits

We expand an orbitX in terms of a small parameterµ as

X(µ, s) ≡ X0(s) + µx1(s) + µ2
x2(s) + o(µ2) . (2.1)

Here,X0 is a nondegenerate elliptical orbit given by Eq. (1.5),x1 andx2 are vector-valued func-
tions inH1, and the error estimate is understood with respect to theH1-norm. Since the functional
L in Eq. (1.3) and the constraint in Eq. (1.4) are symmetric under rotations, we may assume that

X0(s) =





α cos(s)
β sin (s)

0



 , (2.2)

whereα ≥ β > 0 represent the major and minor semi-axes of the ellipse. The curvature of the
corresponding loopγ is given by

κ(s) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

ds

(

X0(s)

|X0(s)|

)∣

∣

∣

∣

=
αβ

|X0|2
.

The principal eigenvalue and eigenfunction of the Schrödinger operatorHγ are

e0(γ) = 1 , Φ(s) = |X0(s)| =
√

α2 cos2(s) + β2 sin2 (s) ,

and the eigenvalue-eigenvector equation reads

HγΦ = −Φ′′ +
α2β2

Φ3
= Φ . (2.3)

Expanding the functionalL defined by Eq. (1.6) in powers ofµ,

L(X) ≡ L(X0) + µL1 + µ2L2 + o(µ2) , (2.4)

we see thatL1 = 0 sinceX0 satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation in Eq. (1.7). The second
variation is given by

L2 =
1

2

∫ 2π

0

{

|x′
1(s)|)2 − |x1(s)|2

}

ds+

∫ 2π

0

{

X
′
0(s) · x′

2(s)−X0(s) · x2(s)
}

ds

= L(x1);

the contribution ofx2 vanishes after an integration by parts sinceX
′′
0 + X0 = 0. The constraint

Eq. (1.4) expanded to first order inµ implies thatx1 satisfies the condition

∫ 2π

0

A(s)x1(s) ds = 0 , (2.5)
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where

A(s) =
1

|X0|3





β2 sin2(s) −αβ cos(s) sin(s) 0
−αβ cos(s) sin(s) α2 cos2(s) 0

0 0 α2 cos2(s) + β2 sin2(s)



 (2.6)

is the matrix appearing in Eq. (1.7).
Consider for a moment the special case where the orbit is a circle, α = β > 0. Denote the

components ofx1 by

x1(s) =





x1(s)
y1(s)
z1(1)



 .

The constraints in Eq. (2.5) can be expressed with the double-angle formula as






























∫ 2π

0

1

2
(1− cos (2s))x1(s)−

1

2
sin (2s)y1(s) ds = 0

∫ 2π

0

1

2
(− sin (2s))x1(s) +

1

2
(1 + cos (2s))y1(s) ds = 0

∫ 2π

0

z1(s)ds = 0 .

In other words, the zeroth and second Fourier coefficients ofthe components ofx1 satisfy

x̂1(±2) +∓iŷ1(±2) = x̂1(0) + iŷ1(0), ẑ1(0) = 0 .

Sincex1 is real-valued,̂x1(0) is real as well. By the triangle inequality,|x̂1(0)|2 ≤ 2|x̂1(±2)|2,
which impliesL2 ≥ 0 by Parseval’s identity. The following proposition shows the corresponding
statement for perturbations about general elliptical orbits.

Proposition 2.1 The elliptical orbits in Eq. (2.2) locally minimize Eq. (1.6) under the constraint
in Eq. (1.4) for eachα ≥ β > 0. More precisely, there exists a positive constantc = c(α, β) such
that for every perturbationX(µ, s) given by Eq. (2.1) which satisfies the constraint in Eq. (1.4)to
ordero(µ), we have

L2 = L(x1) ≥ c(α, β)‖Pn 6=±1x1‖2 , (2.7)

wherePn 6=±1 is the projection onto the space of functions whose first order Fourier coefficients
vanish.

Remark: Variations of the formx1(s) = 2Reeisx̂(0) are of course along the line of critical orbits,
and give zero second variation.

PROOF OFPROPOSITION2.1. For notational convenience, we drop the subscript onx1 and simply
write x(s) instead ofx1(s). For the Fourier coefficients ofx andA, we use the convention

x̂(s) =
1√
2π

∫ 2π

0

e−ins
x(s) ds , Â(s) =

1√
2π

∫ 2π

0

e−ins
A(s) ds .
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By Parseval’s identity, the functionalL can be expressed as

L(x) = 1

2

∑

n

(n2 − 1)|x̂(n)|2 .

Whenx̂(0) = 0, the claim in Eq. (2.7) holds withc = 3/2, so we assume without loss of generality
that x̂(0) 6= 0. The Fourier coefficients ofA are nonzero only for evenn, sinceA is π-periodic.
Using Parseval’s identity again, we write the constraint inEq. (2.5) as

Â(0)x̂∗(0) = −
∑

n 6=0

Â(n)x̂∗(n) ,

where∗ denotes complex conjugation. Since the first order Fourier coefficients ofx contribute
neither to the constraint nor to the claim, we may assume thatx̂(±1) = 0.

The matrixÂ(0) is invertible, since the off-diagonal elements ofA(s) are odd ins and its
diagonal elements are strictly positive, see Eq. (2.6). Multiplying by Â(0)−1 and taking the inner
product withx̂(0) yields

|x̂(0)|2 = −
∑

n 6=0

(

Â(0)−1
x̂(0)

)

· Â(n)x̂∗(n) =
〈

−Â
∗(n)Â(0)−1

x̂(0), P x̂(n)∗
〉

ℓ2
,

whereP is the projection onto the nonzero Fourier modes andℓ2 denotes the space of vector-
valued sequences whose sequence of norms is square summable. SinceÂ(n) = 0 andx̂(n) = 0
for n = ±1, andn2 − 1 > 0 for n 6= 0,±1, we can apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain

|x̂(0)|2 ≤ ‖(n2 − 1)−1/2P Â(n)Â(0)−1
x̂(0)‖ℓ2‖(n2 − 1)1/2P x̂(n)‖ℓ2 . (2.8)

This yields the lower bound

L(x) =
1

2

(

‖(n2 − 1)1/2P x̂(n)‖2ℓ2 − |x̂(0)|2
)

≥ 1

2

(

|x̂(0)|2

‖(n2 − 1)−1/2P Â(n)Â(0)−1x̂(0)‖2ℓ2
− 1

)

|x̂(0)|2 (2.9)

≥ η

2(1− η)
|x̂(0)|2 ,

whereη is the lowest eigenvalue of the3× 3 matrix

D = Â(0)−1
{

∑

n 6=±1

1

1− n2
Â(n)Â(n)∗

}

Â(0)−1 . (2.10)

Note that the idenitity matrix is included as then = 0 term in the definition ofD. Clearlyη < 1
sinceD is the identity minus a positive definite matrix. We will showthatη > 0 by verifying that
the sum inside the braces of Eq. (2.10) is a positive definite matrix.
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We express this sum as a convolution integral. In order to invert the Fourier multiplication
operator1− n2 on the space of functions whose odd Fourier coefficients vanish, we need to solve
the equation

y′′ + y = f

on the space ofπ-periodic functions. SinceK(s) = 1
4
| sin (s)| satisfiesK ′′(s)+K(s) = 1

2
(δ0+δπ),

the uniqueπ-periodic solution is given by

K ∗ f(s) =
∫ 2π

0

K(s− t)f(t) dt ,

and so
∑

n 6=±1

1

1− n2
Â(n)Â(n)∗ =

1

4

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

A(s)A(t)| sin(s− t)| dsdt . (2.11)

From the expression forA(s) in Eq. (2.6) it is apparent that the off-diagonal terms inA(s)A(t)
change sign if(s, t) is replaced by(−s,−t) and hence integrate to zero. Thus the expression in
Eq. (2.11) is actually diagonal with diagonal entries givenby

I1 =
〈

A11, K ∗ A11

〉

L2

+
〈

A12, K ∗ A12

〉

L2

I2 =
〈

A22, K ∗ A22

〉

L2

+
〈

A12, K ∗ A12

〉

L2

(2.12)

I3 =
〈

A33, K ∗ A33

〉

L2

,

whereAij is theij-th entry ofA. It just remains to show positivity of theseIj ’s. Clearly,

I3 =
1

4

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

|X0(s)|−1|X0(t)|−1| sin (s− t)| dsdt > 0 ,

and we note that

I1 + I2 =

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

(α2 cos (s) cos (t) + β2 sin (s) sin (t))2

|X0(s)|3|X0(t)|3
| sin(t− s)| dsdt > 0

since the integrands are nonnegative. It follows from Lemma2.2, which is proved below, that
I1 = β2

α2+β2 (I1 + I2) andI2 = α2

α2+β2 (I1 + I2) are both positive. SincêA(0) is a diagonal matrix
with positive entries, we conclude from Eq. (2.10) thatη > 0, and henceL2 > 0.

In the proof of Proposition 2.1, we used thatI1 andI2 are positive multiples ofI1 + I2. This is
a consequence of the following identity which we state as a lemma. We have no geometric insight
why this identity should hold; it was discovered numerically.

Lemma 2.2 The integrals in Eq. (2.12) satisfyα2I1 = β2I2.
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PROOF. The lemma clearly holds forα = β > 0, since thenI2 can be obtained fromI1 by replacing
(s, t) with (s + π/2, t+ π/2). Forα > β > 0, we write

A11(s) =
β2 sin2 (s)

|X0(s)|3
= − β2

(α2 − β2)
|X0(s)|−1 +

α2β2

(α2 − β2)
|X0(s)|−3 .

Sinceα2β2K ∗ |X0(s)|−3 = |X0(s)| by Eq. (2.3) and the definition ofK, we have

〈

A11, K ∗ A11

〉

L2

=
β4

(α2 − β2)2

〈

|X0|−1, K ∗ |X0|−1
〉

L2

− 2
β2

(α2 − β2)2

〈

|X0|−1, |X0|
〉

L2

+
α2β2

(α2 − β2)2

〈

|X0|−3, |X0|
〉

L2

.
(2.13)

For the second term inI1, we compute

A12(s) = −αβ cos (s) sin (s)

|X0(s)|3
= − αβ

α2 − β2

d

ds
|X0(s)|−1 ,

which gives

d

ds
K ∗ A12 = − αβ

α2 − β2

d2

ds2
K ∗ |X0|−1 =

αβ

α2 − β2
K ∗ |X0|−1 − αβ

α2 − β2
|X0|−1 .

by the definition ofK. With an integration by parts, we see that
〈

A12, K ∗ A12

〉

L2

(2.14)

=
α2β2

(α2 − β2)2

〈

|X0|−1, K ∗ |X0|−1
〉

L2

− α2β2

(α2 − β2)2

〈

|X0|−1, |X0|−1
〉

L2

.

Adding Eqs. (2.13) and (2.14), we obtain

I1 = β2

{

α2 + β2

(α2 − β2)2

〈

|X0|−1, K ∗ |X0|−1
〉

L2

− 2
1

(α2 − β2)2

}

In the same way, we compute

I2 = α2

{

α2 + β2

(α2 − β2)2

〈

|X0|−1, K ∗ |X0|−1
〉

L2

− 2
1

(α2 − β2)2

}

,

which proves the lemma.

The lower bound onL2 in Proposition 2.1 deteriorates when the elliptical orbitX0 collapses.
Fix α = 1, and letβ → 0. By an analysis of the integrands in Eq. (2.12), particularly near
s, t = ±π/2, we find that

I1 ∼ β2 ln(1/β),

I2 ∼ ln(1/β),

I3 ∼ ln(1/β),
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and similarly

Â(0) ∼





1 0
0 ln(1/β) 0
0 0 ln(1/β)





It follows that the lowest eigenvalue of the diagonal matrixD in Eq. (2.10) is given by the entry
involving I1, and so, by Eq. (2.9),

L2 ≥
η

2(1− η)
∼ β2 ln(1/β)|x̂1(0)|2 .

On the other hand,

L2 ≥
3

2
||Pn 6=0,±1x1||2 −

1

2
|x̂1(0)|2 ,

using the first line of Eq. (2.9). Interpolating between these two inequalities we obtain

L2 ≥ cβ2 ln(1/β) ||Pn 6=±1x1||2 (α = 1, β → 0) ,

wherec is an absolute constant. Since Eq. (2.8) can hold with equality, the lowest eigenvalue ofL
on the space of functions whose first order Fourier coefficients vanish is also bounded above by a
constant multiple ofβ2 ln(1/β).

PROOF OFTHEOREM 1.1. LetU(µ, s) be as in the statement of the theorem, and letΦ(µ, s) be
the normalized minimizing eigenfunction for the corresponding curveγ(µ). Since the ground state
of Hγ is simple, we may expandΦ(µ, s) in H1 as

Φ(µ, s) ≡ Φ0(s) + µφ1(s) + µ2φ2(s) + o(µ2) .

The corresponding orbit is given byX(µ, s) = Φ(µ, s)U(µ, s), see Eq. (1.2), which has an expan-
sion as in Eq. (2.1) with

X0(s) = Φ0(s)U0(s)

x1(s) = φ1(s)U0(s) + Φ0(s)u1(s)

x2(s) = φ2(s)U0(s) + φ1(s)u1(s) + Φ0(s)u2(s) .

Since the unperturbed curveU0 belongs to the familyF , we may assume by performing a suitable
rotation and translation thatX0(s) satisfies Eq. (2.2). By Proposition 2.1), there exists a constant
c > 0 such thatL(X(µ, s)) ≥ 0 for |µ| < c, with strict inequality if the variation is transversal to
the familyF . The claim now follows from the definition ofL in Eq. (1.3).

3 Collapsed orbits

If the vectorsv1 andv2 defining the elliptical orbits in Eq. (1.5) are linearly dependent, then the
corresponding curve collapses into a pair of straight line segments joined at the ends. The asso-
ciated Schrödinger operator is just the second derivativeoperator acting on2π-periodic functions
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in H1 which vanish atπ/2 and3π/2. The lowest eigenvalue of this operator ise0 = 1, and has
multiplicity two, and the eigenfunctions are multiples of

cosαβ(s) =

{

α cos (s), if − π/2 ≤ s ≤ π/2
β cos (s), π/2 ≤ s ≤ 3π/2 ,

whereα andβ are constants. The corresponding orbits are given by

X0(s) =





cosαβ (s)
0
0



 . (3.1)

In this section, we show that these collapsed orbits also locally minimize the functionalL. We
consider perturbations around an orbitX0 given by Eq. (3.1) withα > 0 and0+ ≤ β ≤ α. We
expand the perturbation to ordero(µ2) in H1 as in Eq. (2.1). ExpandingL as in Eq. (2.4), we
obtain for the first variation

L1 =

∫ 2π

0

{X′
0(s) · x′

1(s)−X0(s) · x1(s)} ds

= −(α− β)
{

x1(π/2) + x1(3π/2)
}

. (3.2)

We have integrated by parts on each of the intervals[−π/2, π/2] and [π/2, 3π/2] and used that
X

′′
0 + X0 = 0 in the interior of these intervals. Note thatL1 vanishes whenα = β. Forα 6= β

the boundary terms can be of either sign, indicating that these orbits are not critical forL without
constraints. We will show thatL can only increase under small non-degenerate deformationsthat
respect the constraint in Eq. (1.4).

Proposition 3.1 LetX0 be an orbit defined by by Eq. (3.1) withα > 0 and0+ ≤ β ≤ α. Consider
perturbations ofX0 given by

X(µ, s) ≡ X0(s) + µX1(s) + o(µ)

in H1, and let the corresponding expansion ofL be given by

L(X) = L(X0) + µL1 + o(µ) .

If the first component of the constraint in Eq. (1.4) is satisfied to ordero(µ), thenµL1 ≥ 0. It is
strictly positive unless eitherα = β > 0 or x1(π/2) = x1(3π/2) = 0.

PROOF. As mentioned in the introduction, we will need an expansionof the constraint in Eq. (1.4).
This expansion is provided by Lemma 4.1 in the next section.

Consider the first case whereα > 0 andβ = 0+. Denote the components of the perturbed orbit
by

X(µ, s) =





X(µ, s)
Y (µ, s)
Z(µ, s)



 , x1(s) =





x1(s)
y1(s)
z1(s)



 . (3.3)
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By Lemma 4.1, the contribution of the interval[−π/2, π/2] to the first component of the integral
in Eq. (1.4) has an expansion

∫ π/2

−π/2

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| ds = π +O(µ) . (3.4)

The contribution of[π/2, 3π/2] is given by

∫ 3π/2

π/2

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| ds =
∫ 3π/2

π/2

µx1(s) + o(µ)

|µx1(s) + o(µ)| ds ≥ −π . (3.5)

If µx1(π/2) > 0, thenX(µ, s) is greater than zero on a set whose measure does not go to zero
asµ → 0. The same is true ifx1(3π/2) > 0. Similarly, if y1 or z1 is nonzero for somes ∈
[π/2, 3π/2], then by the continuity of these functions, the integrand differs from−1 by at least
some fixed positive value on a set whose measure does not go to zero asµ → 0. In either case, the
integral then would strictly exceed−π + ε for someε > 0 for all sufficiently small values ofµ.
Adding Eqs. (3.4) and (3.5), we see that if the constraint in Eq. (1.4) is satisfied to orderµ, then
µx1(π/2) ≤ 0, µx1(3π/2) ≤ 0, andy1 andz1 vanish identically on[π/2, 3π/2]. The claim follows
now directly from the expression forL1 in Eq. (3.2).

If β > 0, we use Lemma 4.1 to expand the integral in Eq. (1.4) over[π/2, 3π/2] as well as
[−π/2, π/2],

∫ 2π

0

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| ds = µ
( 1

α
+

1

β

)(

x1(−π/2) + x1(π/2)
)

(3.6)

−|µ|
( 1

α
− 1

β

)(

|x1(π/2)|+ |x1(3π/2)|
)

+ o(µ) .

Setting the leading term in Eq. (3.6) equal to zero, solving for x1(π/2) + x1(3π/2) and inserting
the result into Eq. (3.2), we see that

µL1 = |µ|(α− β)2

α + β

(

|x1(π/2)|+ |x1(3π/2)|
)

≥ 0 ,

as claimed.

If α = β or x1(π/2) = x1(3π/2) = 0, we must work to higher order inµ to detect positivity ofL.
ExpandingL to second order inµ yields with a similar computation as in Eq. (3.2)

L2 =
1

2

∫ 2π

0

{

|x′
1(s)|2 − |x1(s)|2

}

ds− (α− β)
{

x2(π/2) + x2(3π/2)
}

. (3.7)

Our next result is that the second variation of the functional is nonnegative whenever the first
variation vanishes.
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Proposition 3.2 LetX0 be given by Eq. (3.1), and letX(µ, s) be anH1-perturbation ofX0, given
by an expansion as in Eq. (2.1). Assume that the first component of the constraint in Eq. (1.4) is
satisfied to ordero(µ2), and the second and third components of Eq. (1.4) are satisfied to order
o(µ). Consider the corresponding expansion ofL given by Eq. (2.4). IfL1 = 0, thenL2 ≥ 0. If
the perturbation is transversal to the family of collapsed orbits, thenL2 > 0.

PROOF. Letα ≥ β ≥ 0+,X, andX0 be as in the statement of the theorem. Denote the components
of the vector-valued functions appearing in the Eq. (2.1) by

X(µ, s) =





X(µ, s)
Y (µ, s)
Z(µ, s)



 , x1(s) =





x1(s)
y1(s)
z1(s)



 , x2(s) =





x2(s)
y2(s)
z2(s)



 . (3.8)

SinceL1 = 0, we have by Proposition 3.1 that eitherα = β or x1(π/2) = x1(3π/2) = 0. When
α = β, we invoke the first component of the constraint to ordero(µ) and the second and third
components to ordero(1) and use Lemma 4.1) to conclude thatx1(π/2) = x1(3π/2) = 0 as well.
In either case, the integral involvingx1 in Eq. (3.7) is strictly positive, unless the restrictions of x1

to [−π/2, π/2] and[π/2, 3π/2] are multiples ofcos(s). Expanding the second and third component
of the constraint in Eq. (1.4) to ordero(1) and using Lemma 4.1, we see that theny1 andz1 are
multiples ofcosαβ , i.e., the variation is in the direction of the family of collapsed orbits. When
α = β > 0, this concludes the argument. Forα > β, the terms containingy1 andz1 will be used
to balance the terms containingx2.

Consider first the case whereα > 0 andβ = 0. By Lemma 4.2, the contribution of the interval
[−π/2, π/2] to the integral in Eq. (1.4) satisfies

∫ π/2

−π/2

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| ds = π +O(µ2) (3.9)

If x2(π/2) > 0, then it follows from the continuity estimate in Eq. (4.7) thatX(µ, s) = µx1(s) +
µ2x2(s)+o(µ2) is nonnegative on an interval[π/2, s∗(µ)], wheres∗(µ)−π/2 = µ2/o(1) asµ → 0.
It follows that the contribution of the interval[π/2, 3π/2] satisfies

∫ 3π/2

π/2

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| ds =
∫ 3π/2

π/2

µx1(s) + µ2x2(s) + o(µ2)

|µx1(s) + µ2x2(s) + o(µ2)| ≥ −π +
µ2

o(1)
. (3.10)

Adding Eqs. (3.9) and (3.10), we see that then the constraintin Eq. (1.4) cannot be satisfied to
ordero(µ2). Thereforex2(π/2) and similarlyx2(3π/2) cannot be positive. The claim now follows
directly from Eq. (3.7).

Whenα ≥ β > 0, we use Lemma 4.2 to expand the first component of the constraint in
Eq. (1.4) over the entire interval[0, 2π],
∫ 2π

0

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| ds = µ2
{

−1

2

∫ 2π

0

sign(cos (s))
| cos2αβ(s)|

(

y21(s) + z21(s)
)

ds (3.11)

+
( 1

α
+

1

β

)(

x2(π/2) + x2(3π/2)
)

−
( 1

α
− 1

β

)(

|x2(π/2)|+ |x2(3π/2)|
)}

+ o(µ2) .

13



The integral on the right hand side is well-defined by Lemma A.1 of the Appendix. To enforce the
constraint in Eq. (1.4), we set the leading term in Eq. (3.11)equal to zero and solve forx2(π/2) +
x2(3π/2). Inserting the resulting expression into Eq. (3.7) yields

L2 =
1

2

∫ 2π

0

{

|x′
1(s)|2 − |x1(s)|2 + gαβ(s) sec

2(s)
(

y21(s) + z21(s)
)}

ds ,

+
(α− β)2

α + β

{

|x2(π/2)|+ |x2(3π/2)|
}

(3.12)

where

gαβ(s) ≡
{

−β(α−β)
α(α+β)

−π/2 ≤ s < π/2
α(α−β)
β(α+β)

π/2 ≤ s < 3π/2 .
(3.13)

The terms involvingx2 in Eq. (3.12) are clearly nonnegative. The part of the integral involving the
first componentx1 is nonnegative becausex1 vanishes atπ/2 and3π/2.

To analyze the contribution ofy1 to the integral in Eq. (3.12), we invoke the second component
of the constraint in Eq. (1.4) to ordero(µ). By Lemma 4.2,

∫ 2π

0

Y (µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| ds = µ

∫ 2π

0

y1(s)

| cosαβ(s)|
ds+ o(µ) .

The corresponding statements hold for the third component,z1. Thus, we minimize

∫ 2π

0

{

(w′(s))
2
+ gαβ(s) sec

2(s)w2(s)
}

ds (3.14)

on the space of2π-periodic functions inH1-functions that vanish atπ/2 and3π/2 subject to the
constraints that

||w||22 = 1 ,

∫ 2π

0

w(s)

| cosαβ(s)|
ds = 0 . (3.15)

We will prove that the minimum is1, thereby showing that the total contributions ofy1 andz1 to
Eq. (3.12) are nonnegative.

The Euler-Lagrange equation for the minimization problem in Eqs. (3.14)-(3.15) is given by

Kw(s) := −d2w(s)

ds2
+ gαβ(s) sec

2(s)w(s) =
ν

| cosαβ(s)|
+ ηw , (3.16)

whereη =
(

w,Kw
)

is the value of the functional, andν is a Lagrange multiplier. We verify by
direct computation that

w0(s) = −να(α + β)

β(α− β)
cosαβ(s)

solves Eq. (3.16) withη = 1. This shows thatη = 1 is a critical value of the functional.
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Sincegαβ > −1/4 by Eq. (3.13), we can apply Lemma A.1 from the appendix to see that
the operatorK is bounded below and has compact resolvent. The spectrum ofK consists of an
increasing sequence of eigenvaluesλ0, λ1, . . . with λn → ∞. The spectrum ofK is the union of
the spectra of its restrictions to[−π/2, π/2] and [π/2, 3π/2], which are determined explicitly in
the appendix. It follows from Eq. (A.3) thatλ0 > 1/4 andλ1 > 1.

Furthermore, a solution of the minimization problem in Eqs.(3.14)-(3.15) exists. In fact, the
constrained functional has an infinite sequence of criticalvaluesη0 ≤ η1 ≤ . . . , for which the
Euler-Lagrange equation in Eq. (3.16) has a nontrivial solution. If P is the projection onto the
orthogonal complement of1/| cosαβ | in L2, then these critical values are just the eigenvalues of
the operatorPKP . By the minimax characterization of eigenvalues of self-adjoint operators, the
second-lowest critical valueη1 satisfies

η1 ≥ min
{D:D⊥1/| cosαβ |}

max
{w∈D:‖w‖=1}

〈

w,Kw
〉

L2

≥ min
{D}

max
{w∈D:‖w‖=1}

〈

w,Kw
〉

L2

= λ1 > 1 .

Here,D runs over two-dimensional subspaces ofL2, see Theorem 12.1 of [7], Eq. (5).
We conclude thatw0 is indeed the minimizer, andη0 = 1 is the minimum value. Sinceη1 can

also be characterized by

η1 = min
{

(w,Kw) : ||w||2 = 1, w ⊥ w0, w ⊥ 1/| cosαβ
}

,

the functional in Eq. (3.14) is bounded below on the subspaceof functions perpendicular to
1/| cosαβ| by

〈

w,Kw
〉

L2
≥ ||w||2L2 + (η1 − 1)

{

||Pw⊥

0

w||2
}

,

wherePw⊥

0

is the projection onto the subspace orthogonal tow0.

4 The constraint integrals near a collapsed orbit

In this section we consider two expansions forX(µ, s) about a singular orbitX0, as given in
Eq. (3.1). The calculations are summarized in the followingtwo lemmas.

Lemma 4.1 Assume that a vector-valued functionX on the interval[−π/2, π/2] satisfies

X(µ, s) =





α cos (s)
0
0



+ µx1(s) + o(µ) , (4.1)

in H1. Then, using the notation of Eq. (3.3),
∫ π/2

−π/2

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| ds = π sign(α) +
µ

|α|
(

x1(−π/2) + x1(π/2)
)

(4.2)

−|µ|
α

(

|x1(−π/2)|+ |x1(π/2)|
)

+ o(µ)

15



and
∫ π/2

−π/2

1

|X(µ, s)|

(

Y (µ, s)
Z(µ, s)

)

ds =
µ

|α| ln(1/|µ|)
{(

y1(−π/2) + y1(π/2)
z1(−π/2) + z1(π/2)

)

+ o(1)

}

.(4.3)

On the interval[π/2, 3π/2], the corresponding formulae hold withα replaced by−α on the right
hand sides.

The appearance of the absolute values ofµ andα plays a crucial role in the analysis of the first
variation ofL in Proposition 3.1. We also need the following higher order expansion:

Lemma 4.2 Assume that a vector-valued functionX(s) on [−π/2, π/2] satisfies

X(µ, s) =





α cos (s)
0
0



+ µx1(s) + µ2
x2(s) + o(µ2) (4.4)

in H1, withx1(−π/2) = x1(π/2) = 0. Then, in the notation of Eq. (3.8),

∫ π/2

−π/2

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| ds = π sign(α) +
µ2

|α|
(

x2(−π/2) + x2(π/2)
)

(4.5)

−µ2

α

(

|x2(−π/2)|+ |x2(π/2)|
)

− sign(α)
µ2

2α2

∫ π/2

−π/2

1

cos2(s)

(

y21(s) + z21(s)
)

ds + o(µ2) ,

and
∫ π/2

−π/2

1

|X(µ, s)|

(

Y (µ, s)
Z(µ, s)

)

ds =
µ

|α|

∫ π/2

−π/2

1

| cos(s)|

(

y1(s)
z1(s)

)

ds+ o(µ) . (4.6)

On the interval[π/2, 3π/2], the corresponding formulae hold withα replaced by−α on the right
hand sides.

Remark: SinceX(s) is anH1-function withx1(−π/2) = x(π/2) = 0, the integrals in Eq. (4.5)
and Eq. (4.6) are finite by Lemma A.1.

The proofs rely on the well-known fact thatH1-functions on the circle are bounded and Hölder
continuous with exponent1/2. We will need the slightly stronger estimate

|x(s)−x(t)| ≤
∫ s

t

|dx
dt

(s′)| ds′ ≤
(∫ s

t

ds′
)1/2

(

∫ s

t

(

dx

dt

)2

(s′)ds′

)1/2

= |s−t|1/2o(1) . (4.7)

SinceF (t) ≡
∫ t

0
(dx
dt
)2(s′) ds′ is uniformly continuous int, theo(1) estimate holds uniformly ins

andt.

PROOF OFLEMMA 4.1. LetX(µ, s) be of the form given in Eq. (4.1), and use the notation in
Eq. (3.3) for the component functions. By the scaling invariance of the integrand, we may replace
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α with 1 andµ with µ/α without changing the values of the integrals. We also assumethatµ > 0,
replacingµ with −µ andx1 with −x1 if necessary.

Let us consider the resulting integral in the half-interval[0, π/2], beginning with a neigh-
borhood ofπ/2 where the denominators are small. Fors ∈ [π/2 − µ/δ(µ), π/2] and with
δ = δ(µ) = o(1) to be further specified below, we see with the Taylor expansion of the cosine
and the Hölder continuity of theH1-functionx1 that

X(µ, s) =





π/2− s+O(s− π/2)3

0
0



+ µ
(

x1(π/2) + o(s− π/2)1/2
)

+ o(µ)

=





π/2− s+ µx1(π/2)
µy1(π/2)
µz1(π/2)



+O(µ3δ−3) + o(µ3/2δ−1/2) + o(µ)

=: v(π/2− s) +
{

O(µ3δ−3) + o(µ3/2δ−1/2) + o(µ)
}

.

In the second step, we have used that|s − π/2| ≤ µ/δ. We may neglect contributions to the
integrals over the set

∆ = ∆(µ) :=
{

s ∈ [0, π/2] : |π/2− s+ µx1(π/2)| ≤ µδ(µ)
}

,

because the integrands are bounded, and the measure of∆ is o(µ). On the complement of∆ we
use the inequality that for any pair of vectorsv,w with |v| ≥ 2|w| > 0,

∣

∣

∣

∣

v +w

|v +w| −
v

|v|

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4
|w|
|v| . (4.8)

We apply this tov(π/2 − s) andw(µ, s) = O(µ3δ−3) + o(µ3/2δ−1/2) + o(µ) outside of∆ with
δ = δ(µ) now chosen so that‖w‖∞/(µδ2) = o(1), which is the case ifδ(µ) exceedsµ1/5 and
o(µ)/µδ2 = o(1) where theo(µ)-term refers to that in the expansion in Eq. (4.1) andδ(µ) itself is
still o(1). We obtain

∫ π/2

π/2−µ/δ(µ)

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| −





1
0
0



 ds

=

∫

[π/2−µ/δ(µ),π/2]\∆







v(π/2− s)

|v(π/2− s)| −





1
0
0



+ δ(µ)o(1)







ds+ o(µ)

=

∫ µ/δ(µ)

0







v(s)

|v(s)| −





1
0
0











ds+ o(µ) . (4.9)
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Thex-component of the integral in the last line of Eq. (4.9) is elementary and equals

∫ µ/δ(µ)

0

{

s + µx1(π/2)
(

s+ µx1(π/2))2 + µ2y1(π/2)2 + µ2z1(π/2)2
)1/2

− 1

}

ds

=
√

(s+ µx1(π/2))2 + µ2y1(π/2)2 + µ2z1(π/2)2 − s
∣

∣

µ/δ(µ)

s=0

= µ
(

x1(π/2)− |x1(π/2)|
)

+ o(µ) . (4.10)

They-andz-components of the integral in Eq. (4.9) are computed similarly, e.g.,

∫ µ/δ(µ)

0

µy1(π/2)

((s+ µx1(π/2))2 + µ2y1(π/2)2 + µ2z1(π/2)2)1/2
ds

= µy1(π/2) ln
(

s+ µx1(π/2) +
(

(s+ µx1(π/2))
2 + µ2y1(π/2)

2 + µ2z1(π/2)
2
)1/2
)

∣

∣

µ/δ(µ)

0

= µ ln (
1

δ(µ)
)y1(π/2) +O(µ). (4.11)

The error of orderO(µ) reflects the shift of the zero in the denominator byµx1(π/2). For the
remaining part of the interval, the cosine dominates the denominator, and one finds for thex-
component that

∫ π/2−µ/δ(/µ)

0

{cos(s) + µx1(s) + o(µ)

|X(s)| − 1
}

ds

=

∫ π/2−µ/δ(µ)

0

O

(

µy1(s)

cos(s) + µx1(s) + o(µ)

)2

ds

= O(µδ(µ)) = o(µ) . (4.12)

We have used thatx1(s) is uniformly bounded. For they-component, we have

∫ π/2−µ/δ(µ)

0

µy1(s) + o(µ)

|X(s)| ds

=

∫ π/2−µ/δ(µ)

0

µy1(π/2) + µo((π/2− s)1/2) + o(µ)

cos(s)

(

1 + o(1)
)

ds

= µy1(π/2) ln (sec(s) + tan(s))
∣

∣

π/2−µ/δ(µ)

0
+ o(µ ln(1/µ))

= −µ ln
(

µ/δ(µ)
)

y1(π/2) + o(µ ln(1/µ) , (4.13)

where we have again exactly evaluated the integral and expanded the result. Thez-component is
analyzed in the same way..

Adding Eqs. (4.10) and (4.11) to Eqs. (4.12) and (4.13) respectively, we get that

∫ π/2

0







X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| −





1
0
0











ds =





µ
{

x1(π/2)− |x1(π/2)|
}

+ o(µ)
µ ln (1/µ)y1(π/2) + o(µ ln(1/µ))
µ ln (1/µ)z1(π/2) + o(µ ln(1/µ))



 .
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To obtain Eq. (4.2), we repeat the computation for the interval [−π/2, 0] and add the results. The
claim for the interval[π/2, 3π/2] follows by replacingX(s) with −X(s− π).

PROOF OFLEMMA 4.2. Here, we assume thatX(µ, s) has the expansion in Eq. (4.4) andx1(−π/2) =
x(π/2) = 0. We may assume by scaling thatα = 1 andµ > 0. Let us use again the notation in
Eq. (3.8) to denote the components of the various vector-valued functions.

We will expand the integrand and partition the interval of integration as in the proof of Lemma 4.1.
By Eq. (4.7), there is a functionm(s) = o(s1/2) such that|xi(s)−xi(t)| ≤ m(|s− t|), for i = 1, 2.
Let δ = δ(µ) = o(1) to be further specified below. On[π/2− µ2/δ, π/2] we expand

X(µ, s) =





π/2− s+O(s− π/2)3

0
0



+ µ2
x2(π/2) + µO(m(s− π/2)) + o(µ2)

=





π/2− s+ µ2x2(π/2)
µ2y2(π/2)
µ2z2(π/2)



+O(µ6/δ3) + µm(µ2/δ) + o(µ2)

=: v(π/2− s) + {O(µ6/δ3) + µm(µ2/δ) + o(µ2)}. (4.14)

At this point we chooseδ = δ(µ) so thatµ4δ−5 = o(1), m(µ2/δ)µ−1δ−2 = o(1) and that
µ−2δ−2o(µ2) = o(1), still keepingδ(µ) = o(1). This will ensure that the sum of the last three
terms of Eq. (4.14) divided by|v(π − s)|, is no bigger thanδ(µ)× o(1) outside of∆ defined by

∆ = ∆(µ) =
{

s ∈ [0, π/2] : |s− π/2 + µ2x2(π/2)| ≤ δµ2
}

.

We again neglect the integral over∆, since
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∆







X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| −





1
0
0











ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 8µ2δ .

We also apply the vector inequality Eq. (4.8) again; we obtain

∫ π/2

π/2−µ2/δ







X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| −





1
0
0











ds

=

∫

[π/2−µ2/δ,π/2]\∆







v(π/2− s)

|v(π/2− s)| −





1
0
0











ds+ o(µ2).

where the lasto(µ2)-term is simplyδ(µ)× o(1)× µ2/δ(µ) coming from the integral of the vector
inequality, and from neglecting the integral over∆. The integral on the right side of this last
expression is done explicitly and then estimated as in the proof of the previous lemma, giving

∫ π/2

π/2−µ2/δ

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| −





1
0
0



 ds =





µ2
(

x2(π/2)− |x2(π/2)|
)

+ o(µ2)
µ2 ln(1/δ)y2(π/2) +O(µ2)
µ2 ln(1/δ)z2(π/2) +O(µ2)



 . (4.15)
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Whens ∈ [0, π/2− µ2/δ], the cosine dominates both the numerator and denominator,

µx1(s) + µ2
x2(s) + o(µ2)

cos(s)
=

µ(x1(s)− x1(π/2)) + µ2
x2(s) + o(µ2)

cos(s)

= O(δ1/2) = o(1).

For thex-component of the integral, we have

∫ π/2−µ2/δ

0

{

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| − 1

}

ds

= −1

2

∫ π/2−µ2/δ

0

(µy1(s) +O(µ2))2 + (µz1(s) +O(µ2))2

cos2(s)
(1 + o(1)) ds

= −µ2

2

∫ π/2

0

y21(s) + z21(s)

cos2(s)
ds+ o(µ2). (4.16)

In the last line we used Lemma A.1 to see thaty1(s)/ cos(s) andz1(s)/ cos(s) are square integrable
over theentire interval[0, π/2], so that extending the interval of integration introduces only an
additionalµ2 × o(1) = o(µ2) error. For they-component of the integral, we get that

∫ π/2−µ2/δ

0

Y (µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| ds = µ

∫ π/2−µ2/δ

0

y1(s) +O(µ)

cos(s)
(1 + o(1)) ds

= µ

∫ π/2

0

y1(s)

cos(s)
ds+ o(µ) (4.17)

and a similar expression for thez-component, where again extension of the interval of integration
introduces only ano(µ) error. Collecting the results of Eqs. (4.15)-(4.17), we obtain

∫ π/2

0

(

X(µ, s)

|X(µ, s)| − 1

)

ds = µ2

{

x2(π/2)− |x2(π/2)| −
1

2

∫ π/2

0

y21(s)

cos2(s)
ds

}

+ o(µ2)

and
∫ π/2

0

1

|X(µ, s)|

(

Y (µ, s)
Z(µ, s)

)

ds = µ

∫ π/2

0

1

cos(s)

(

y1(s)
z1(s)

)

ds+ o(µ).

To arrive at Eqs. (4.5) and (4.6), we repeat the computationson the interval[−π/2, 0] and add the
results. The claim for the interval[π/2, 3π/2] follows by replacingX(s) with −X(s− π).
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Appendix

A Eigenvalues of a Sturm-Liouville operator

We provide an overview of the spectral theory for the operator

Kg = − d2

ds2
+ g sec2(s)

on [−π/2, π/2], with Dirichlet boundary conditions at the endpoints (cf. Methods of Theoretical
Physics [8], P.M. Morse and H. Feshbach, Part I, p.388 and thediscussion there of hypergeometric
functions.) Here,g is a constant. We first show thatKg is bounded below forg ≥ −1

4
.

Lemma A.1 Suppose thatw(t) is anH1 function on[0, a], vanishing att = 0 and t = a > 0.
Then

1

4

∫ a

0

w(s)2

s2
ds ≤

∫ a

0

(w′(s))
2
ds.

PROOF. By scale invariance, it suffices to consider the casea = 1. We have that

0 ≤
∫ 1

t

(

w′(s)− w(s)

2s

)2

ds

=

∫ 1

t

(

dw

ds
(s)

)2

ds− 1

2

∫ 1

t

d/dsw2(s)

s
ds+

1

4

∫ 1

t

(

w(s)

s

)2

ds .

Integrating by parts in the second integral and collecting terms, we get

1

4

∫ 1

t

(

w(s)

s

)2

ds ≤
∫ 1

t

(w′(s))
2
ds− w2(s)

s

∣

∣

∣

s=1

s=t
.

By assumption,w(1) = 0, and by Eq. (4.7),w(t) = o(t1/2). The desired conclusion follows by
takingt → 0.

The lemma implies thatKg is bounded below forg ≥ −1/4, because

inf
s∈[0,2π]

{

1

(π/2− s)2
+

1

(3π/2− s)2
− sec2(s)

}

> −∞ .

Furthermore,Kg has compact resolvent wheng > −1/4, sinceKg ≥ −c1(g)d
2/ds2 − c2(g)I

for some constantsc1(g), c2(g) > 0, and the positive operator−d2/ds2 has compact resolvent.
Consequently, the spectrum ofKg consists of a nondecreasing sequence of eigenvaluesλ0 < λ1 ≤
. . . with λn → ∞. The ground stateλ0 is simple by a Perron-Frobenius argument.

To solve the eigenvalue-eigenvector equation

Kgw(s) = λw(s) ,
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one can writew = cosa(s)φ(s) with

a =
1

2

(

1 +
√

1 + 4g
)

(A.1)

and obtain a second order differential equation forφ. A substitutionξ = (1 + sin(s))/2 results in
thehypergeometricequation forφ regarded now with a slight abuse of notation as a function ofξ

−ξ(1− ξ)
d2φ(ξ)

dξ2
+ 2(a+

1

2
)(ξ − 1

2
)
dφ(ξ)

dξ
+ (a2 − λ)φ(ξ) = 0.

Expandingφ in a power series aboutξ = 0, one obtains a hypergeometric series,

φ(ξ) =
∞
∑

n=0

bnξ
n

with the coefficientsbn satisfying a two-term recursion relation,

bn+1 =
(n+ a)2 − λ

(n+ a + 1
2
)(n+ 1)

bn;

(The indicial equation gives that the series indeed should begin with then = 0 term. The other
solution leads to a functionw which is not locallyH1 at −π/2, i.e., dw

ds
is not locally square-

integrable there). One finds that

bn =
Γ(a+ 1

2
)

Γ(r1)Γ(r2)
× Γ(r1 + n)Γ(r2 + n)

Γ(a + n+ 1
2
)n!

,

where−r1 and−r2 are the roots of the equationn2 + 2an + a2 − λ = 0. Via Stirling’s approxi-
mation, one can infer from the expression for thebn’s that bn ∼ na−3/2(1 + O(1/n)) for n large
further implying thatφ(ξ) ∼ (1 − ξ)1/2−a or thatw(s) would not be locally square integrable in
a neighborhood ofs = π/2. (Alternatively this conclusion can be arrived at through well-known
integral representations for hypergeometric functions.)Thusbn must be eventually zero. It follows
from the recursion relation that the eigenvaluesλn satisfy the quantization condition

λn = (n + a)2 , n = 0, 1, .. (A.2)

In particular, the ground state satisfiesλ0 = a2 ≥ 1/4 for all g > −1/4.
The functionφn(ξ) corresponding toλn is a polynomial of degreen. In fact, with the further

transformationz = 2ξ−1, the equation forφn as a function ofz is that of a Gegenbauer polynomial,

(z2 − 1)
d2

dz2
φn(z) + (2a+ 1)z

d

dz
φn(z)− (2an+ n2)φn(z) = 0

with solutionφn(z) = T
a− 1

2

n (z), with well-known orthogonality and normalization properties. The

resulting functions{wn(s) = cosa(s)T
a− 1

2

n (sin(s))} are complete.
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Remark: (1) Recalling the relationship between the parametersa andg from Eq. (A.1), we see
that Eq. (A.2) implies the lower bounds

{

λ0 >
1
4
, λ1 > 1 , g > −1

4

λ0 > 1 , g > 0 .
(A.3)

(2) Wheng ≤ −1/4, the functioncosa(s)φ(1+sin(s)
2

) appearing in the change of variables is
no longer locally inH1 and the above construction of the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues does not
apply. Forg = −1/4 we have the sharp inequality

1

4

∫ π/2

−π/2

sec2(s)w2(s) ds ≤
∫ π/2

−π/2

(

dw(s)

ds

)2

ds− 1

4

∫ π/2

−π/2

w2(s) ds

for functionsw satisfying Dirichlet conditions at±π/2: Our above analysis gives this result with
the1/4 on the left side replaced by−g < 1/4, and takingg ↓ −1/4 completes the argument.
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